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I t’s an election year. Again! It seems like the political world is in constant campaign 
mode. Should we be 
involved? Should we care?
Over the next months we will 
continue to plow through 
the process of choosing 
a president and a slate of 
legislators to represent us in 
government. The campaign 
has already been churning 
for some time, and every day 
news reports flash headlines 
about the latest clever ad 
or verbal gaffe. Gone are 
the days of political debates 
where contenders verbally 
wrangled for hours over 
key issues and plans. Today, 
candidates look for the sound 
bite that will make it to the 
evening news and define their 
leadership. As Saul Bellow 
lamented, “The presidency 
is now a cross between a 
popularity contest and a 
high school debate, with an 
encyclopedia of clichés the 
first prize.” 
Presidential elections are 
always important, yet it is 
not surprising that many 
Christians disengage from 
the political process. Politics 
is dirty business, they think, 
and it should be left to the 
world to determine such 
matters. We have more 
important and spiritual 
concerns to attend to. After 
all, didn’t Jesus tell us, “You 
do not belong to the world, 
but I have chosen you out of 
the world” (John 15:19)? 
At the other extreme, some 
Christians consider the 
political arena one of the 
means of God’s grace in 
society. They think that culture 
can be transformed by the 
right leaders and the right laws 
to bring about a Christian, or 
at least a moral, society. 
So what are we to do? I am 
not an expert on politics and 
government, but the thoughts 
expressed by outstanding 
Cedarville faculty in this 
edition of TORCH are 
worth reading. Many of 
their opinions are in demand 
— even by the secular 
press — not only because 
of their expertise, but also 
because they unapologetically 
address issues with a biblical 
perspective. In a culture 
of political cynicism and 
chaos, I hope this issue of 
TORCH once again succeeds 
at making sense of our times 
with wisdom and fresh clarity. 
Dr. Bill Brown
President 
Cedarville University
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by William Brown, Ph.D.
Engaging POLITICS
1stIam convinced we are to be involved in the political process. Augustine reminds us that Christians live in two worlds in which there can never be détente. But that does not mean 
we withdraw from engaging society. God has called 
us to be salt and light in an unsavory and dark 
world. That means we must use every opportunity 
to represent Christ in our culture. Three basic truths 
guide us as we get involved. 
2   TORCH
In our country, we are the 
government. 
Most people throughout history have lived in 
societies where they had no choice in their leaders. 
From vicious tyrants to benevolent dictators, world 
history tells the story of the mass of humanity 
shouldering the burdens of life with no voice in 
their government. 
3rd
2nd
For the Christian, recognizing God’s oversight 
of government is crucial. We may not always 
appreciate political leaders, but their authority is 
derived from God, whether they acknowledge it or 
not. They can use that power for good or abuse it to 
their peril. Our respect, combined with righteous 
lives, commends the Gospel to the world.
Just because a person is a Christian 
does not mean he or she would be a 
good   in government.
This is a tough one, but it is true. In 16th century 
Europe, the most ominous threat to the West came 
from the Muslim Turks of the Ottoman Empire. Yet, 
Martin Luther remarked candidly, “I would rather be 
ruled by an honest Turk than a dishonest Christian.”
As Christians we must knowledgeably choose 
leaders of good character — leaders who are 
concerned about human life, freedom, justice, 
and security; leaders who make decisions based on 
principles, not polls; leaders who have a vision, not 
an agenda.
So let’s pray, read, talk, and be involved. We have 
the choice — the privilege, the responsibility — to 
engage in the selection of the next president. Let’s 
make our voice heard.
 
T
Dr. Bill Brown became president of 
Cedarville University in June 2003. 
A graduate of the University of South 
Florida, Brown holds a Th.M. and 
a Ph.D. from Dallas Theological 
Seminary. As a nationally recognized 
worldview expert, he has authored 
three worldview-related books and is 
the executive producer of the re:View 
worldview study (www.re-films.com). 
Read his blog at www.cedarville.edu/president.
In the United States, we have a government 
of the people, by the people, and for the people.  
As cumbersome and imperfect as it is, our 
republican democracy has given our country an 
inner strength that has proven resilient in the face 
of challenges and has upheld the God-given value of 
each person, even the least among us.
For this reason, we must be involved in the process. 
To opt out is to mishandle the responsibility God 
has given us to influence the world for Christ. 
Unfortunately, as James Reston acknowledges, “All 
politics is based on the indifference of the majority.” 
If we do not engage, by default we give the process 
over to those who have an agenda that is usually 
antagonistic to God.
All authority is to be respected.
The Apostles Paul and Peter spoke of the Christian’s 
approach to government. Their words, recorded 
in Romans 13 and I Peter 2, acknowledge God’s 
sovereignty in establishing authority, provide a 
foundation for government’s role, and mandate 
believers to submit to, respect, and honor those 
whom God has placed in authority over us. Keep in 
mind that when they were writing, the government 
was headed by Emperor Nero, who not only was an 
enemy of God’s truth but eventually executed both 
of them.
If we do not engage, by 
default we give the process 
over to those who have 
an agenda that is usually 
antagonistic to God.
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4   TORCH
Everyone must submit himself to the governing authorities, for there is no authority 
except that which God has established. ...Consequently, he who rebels against the 
authority is rebelling against what God has instituted, and those who do so will 
bring judgment on themselves. For rulers hold no terror for those who do right, but 
for those who do wrong. ... Therefore, it is necessary to submit to the authorities, 
not only because of possible punishment but also because of conscience. This is also 
why you pay taxes, for the authorities are God’s servants, who give their full time 
to governing. Give everyone what you owe him: If you owe taxes, pay taxes; if 
revenue, then revenue; if respect, then respect; if honor, then honor.
      Romans 13:1-7
 
Bother 
   
Why
with
The Apostle Paul in Romans 13 provides clear teaching for how 
we, as citizens, should interact 
with our government. While 
libraries could be filled with 
the implications of these 
seven verses, three important 
principles force us to wrestle 
with the question, “Why 
bother with politics?”
Honor
The least-discussed aspect 
of Romans 13 is the onus it 
puts on believers to honor 
and respect those God 
has placed in authority. 
Contemporary evangelicals 
struggle with this edict, and 
our willingness to belittle, 
demean, and provoke 
our leaders brings shame 
upon us and reveals our 
collective hypocrisy as we 
seek to bend our culture 
toward Christ-likeness. 
Even if we perceive our 
leaders to be our enemies, 
and surely many of the Roman 
Christians Paul is directly 
writing to would have done 
so, Paul reminds his readers 
just a few verses earlier that 
we should not repay evil with 
evil and that we should feed 
our enemies and give them 
drink, for this allows us to 
“overcome evil with good.” 
Sadly, in modern American 
evangelical politics, we often 
treat our leaders worse than we 
are commanded to treat our 
enemies.
Submission
Paul exhorts believers to submit 
to the authority put over them. 
Submission occurs both out of 
fear of reprisals for disobedience 
and also out of conscience. 
Martin Luther argues that this 
submission is a matter of the 
heart — a total submission not 
based on fear alone, but out of 
conviction that it is the proper 
thing to do. Our submission 
appears to be universal in Paul’s 
language, so our submission 
is not conditional upon the 
government or its quality.
 
This runs contrary to how 
many of us feel as we consider 
the government over us. We 
desperately want to withhold 
our submission if we think 
we have been wronged by the 
government or if it is embarking 
on a path we would prefer not 
to tread. Paul, however, does 
not seem to give us any “wiggle 
room” in his language. Scripture 
does provide us, however, 
with some exceptions to this 
submission. 
We know the apostles did not 
obey when commanded to cease 
preaching the Gospel (Acts 5), 
and neither did Daniel when 
prevented from praying (Daniel 
6), nor Shadrach, Meshach, 
and Abednego when they were 
commanded to kneel before an 
idol (Daniel 3). Also, the Hebrew 
midwives did not comply with 
the Egyptian authorities when 
they were commanded to kill 
newborn boys (Exodus 1). The 
biblical teaching, when taken 
as a whole then, is that we, as 
believers, are to submit as long as 
government is not commanding 
us to sin.
Participation Due to 
Submission
As American Christians living in 
a representative, constitutional 
republic, to whom do we submit? 
There is no Caesar in America, 
for the theory of our government 
places no one above the law. 
Do we submit to Congress? 
The president? The Supreme 
Court? Our governors, mayors, 
or dogcatchers? The answer, 
naturally, is “yes.” However, that 
answer is not exhaustive. 
Ultimately, the Constitution 
functions as the “supreme law 
of the land,” and acts that run 
counter to it are repugnant, even 
when committed by the president 
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Though we cannot 
pretend to have the 
ability to control 
policy in a pluralistic, 
fractured system like 
ours, we do have the 
opportunity, based 
on our freedoms and 
rights, to attempt to 
influence the system. 
This is the blessing 
and curse of being 
a Christian in a 
representative republic.
Our submission carries a burden unfelt by 
Paul’s readers. The Roman Empire was a 
sprawling colossus under the command of a 
single man. The Roman Christians had little 
to no opportunity to influence the direction of 
this City of Man, so while they were required 
to submit, their collective and individual 
responsibility for the regime’s actions was 
negligible or non-existent. Nero was unjust, 
unwilling to bear the sword as God’s agent 
of wrath, and ungodly in his behavior, so his 
divine punishment was his own. 
We have no such luxury in our form of 
government. While our responsibility surely 
varies based on a myriad of circumstances, 
our government acts in our name, for it 
is only with our 
blessing, either 
implicit or explicit, 
that it continues. 
Our government’s 
good and the 
divine blessing that 
it brings, as well 
as its evil and the 
divine punishment 
that follows, are 
ours to revel in or bear. Though we cannot 
pretend to have the ability to control policy 
in a pluralistic, fractured system like ours, 
we do have the opportunity, based on our 
freedoms and rights, to attempt to influence 
the system. This is the blessing and curse of 
being a Christian in a representative republic.
While we could falter under this burden, 
it should motivate us to act. A refusal to 
participate in our messy, fallen, sometimes 
godless world of politics is a tacit approval 
of government’s actions. Though examples 
are not numerous, Scripture does provide 
instances of believers who, when given 
the opportunity to intervene in political 
decision-making, did so to God’s glory. 
Esther, Joseph, and Daniel used their 
of the United States. 
In this narrow sense, this 
majestic document, which 
defines our government, 
functions as our Caesar, for 
it is supreme and stands in judgment above 
all political and legal actions within our 
nation.
 
This narrow sense, though, is too narrow 
and fails to see the animating principle 
behind the Constitution’s creation. Our 
constitutional republic, as envisioned by 
our founders, finds its authority in the 
people. It is by the people’s actions that our 
Constitution came into being (“We the 
people”) and through them that all of our 
constitutional officers are either directly 
or indirectly chosen. Our leaders make 
decisions only after we grant them the 
power to do so. Submission in the American 
context, then, is a willingness to bend our 
knees to our fellow citizens. 
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influence to bend the regimes in which they found 
themselves toward more godly outcomes. Notice, 
however, that they did so under peril and threats 
of death and imprisonment. They used godly 
discernment, effective action, and proper humility 
as they pursued God’s will in the public (though in 
Esther’s case a slightly more private) square. If they 
had refused to act, whether on the basis of holiness, 
detachment, or fear, the sins before them would 
have been multiplied. Inaction, when action might 
bring more godly results, does not appear to be a 
valid option. 
As Paul Henry argues, “To withdraw [from politics] 
is in essence to capitulate, if not to evil, at least 
to what one perceives to be a lesser vision of the 
good. Such withdrawal is an abdication of moral 
responsibility. How ironic, then, that those who 
do withdraw from politics often rationalize their 
actions by insisting that politics is a dirty business 
and they want to keep their hands clean!” 
The great paradox of Romans 13 for Christians in 
a representative or democratic form of government 
is that with submission comes responsibility and 
with responsibility comes participation and with 
participation comes the opportunity to bring either 
glory or ignominy to God. This should bring hope, 
fear, and trembling.
Dr. Mark Caleb Smith is assistant 
professor of political science at 
Cedarville University and director of 
the University’s Center for Political 
Studies (www.cedarville.edu/cps). 
He holds degrees from Bryan College, 
Trinity Evangelical Divinity School, 
and the University of Georgia. His 
primary research interests are religion 
and American politics. Smith has provided commentary  
to various news outlets and organizations, such as Focus  
on the Family.
T
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In 2004, Cedarville University launched the Center for Political Studies to articulate a biblical view of government through the 
study of politics, law, history, and public policy, 
and to engage and influence American political 
culture. Students have opportunities to participate 
in innovative programs sponsored by the Center, 
including the Cedarville Roundtable, student 
research, and a summer scholars program. 
By Kevin Sims, Ph.D.
59 percent. With growing layoffs, tight credit, and a 
troubled housing market, to say the least, voters are, 
quite understandably, concerned about the economy.
Annual government spending has ballooned to more 
than 50 percent higher than the Clinton-era budgets 
a decade ago. Of that, only 21 cents of every taxpayer 
dollar goes to national defense and homeland security. 
By contrast, 54 cents goes to entitlements like Social 
Security, Medicare, and Medicaid, and eight cents 
goes to servicing the national debt. Meanwhile, 
the federal deficit continues to grow, raising the 
national debt. Those debts tighten the money supply, 
increasing the costs of investment and slowing 
economic growth and prosperity.
Campaign 
2008
Unless you’ve been living in seclusion, you’ve probably noticed that we are firmly engulfed in the 2008 presidential 
campaign. The airwaves reverberate with 
earnest promises embedded in glitzy campaign 
advertisements intended to persuade the most 
cynical voter. Frequently lost in all of this activity is 
any reasonable or understandable discussion of the 
central issues of the campaign. 
Candidate speeches are designed for short sound 
bites, and advertisements often communicate only 
in broad generalities, resulting in a surface-level 
presentation of the issues that most affect concerned 
voters. And what issues there are! Everything 
from property tax increases to pay for new school 
buildings to the war in Iraq. The economy and the 
threat of a recession, health care for every American 
citizen, universal pre-kindergarten education, 
immigration, tax cuts, abortion, same-sex marriage, 
and rising gasoline prices all present potential voters 
with a plethora of choices and decisions.
So, what is a wise and godly American to do? The 
following overview serves as a guide to the more 
critical issues facing the nation this election year.
The State of the Economy
“It’s the economy, stupid” has once again become the 
rallying cry for some of the presidential candidates. 
Just this past spring, increasing economic worries 
caused the issue to soar past the war in Iraq as the 
top issue for Americans — 67 percent to 48 percent, 
respectively, according to the Associated Press-Yahoo 
News Poll released on April 21. The closely related 
issue of rising gasoline prices also beat out the war at 
Top: Traffic headed into the U.S. backs up at the San Ysidro Port of Entry in 
Tijuana, Mexico. Ten years after the U.S. government issued the first of its 
9 million “laser visas” to Mexican citizens, border inspectors rarely scan the 
cards to verify fingerprints and photograph stored on their magnetic stripes. 
Government officials say that checking more people would create too big a 
backup at the border, where hours-long traffic jams are already common. 
Bottom: Retail gas prices set new records Tuesday May 6, 2008, on their 
seemingly relentless march toward $4 a gallon, and diesel prices pushed 
further above $4.50 a gallon. Crude futures, meanwhile, surged to a new 
record of $117 a barrel. 
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Higher costs for energy and food last year pushed 
inflation up by the largest amount in 17 years. 
Energy costs rose by 17.4 percent this past year while 
food costs rose by 4.9 percent. Both were the biggest 
increases since 1990. Gasoline prices were up 29.6 
percent, the biggest increase since 1999 when prices 
rose by 30.1 percent. 
John McCain desires to make the Bush tax cuts 
permanent. He believes this action will provide a 
longer-term stimulus to personal purchasing power 
and will result in a more sustained recovery in the 
economy. 
Democrats favor a quick end to the tax cuts and 
the restoration of larger amounts of funding 
for entitlement programs such as Medicare and 
Medicaid, as well as the potential provision of a 
universal, federally funded health care program. 
Further, they see another increase in the minimum 
wage as a more effective way to increase the 
purchasing power of the American consumer than a 
permanent tax cut.
The War in Iraq/The War on Terror
America’s fight against terrorism is viewed by many 
to be the most important policy question in this 
election. For more than six years we have been 
spared from a second September 11. Maintaining 
and enhancing that protection will be the most 
important job of the next president.
The surge, President Bush’s strategy for Iraq 
that just passed its first anniversary, appears to 
be accomplishing many of its goals and laying 
important groundwork for military and political 
initiatives yet to be fulfilled in a war that is now in 
its fifth year. This plan called for more than 20,000 
additional troops on the ground in Baghdad and 
Anbar province, increased responsibility for the 
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A U.S. Army soldier talks to an Iraqi boy while providing security during a humanitarian mission in Iraq Sept. 27, 2007. Iraqi police forces 
were giving gifts to the children to help strengthen their relationship with the local populace. 
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Iraqi government and security 
forces, and more diplomatic and 
economic initiatives. 
In January of this year, General 
David H. Petraeus, commander 
of the multinational force in 
Iraq, stated in his year-end 
report that attacks by insurgents 
in the country were down 60 
percent from June 2007 and 
were at their lowest level since 
the early summer of 2005. 
Further, Petraeus also noted 
that civilian deaths were down 
approximately 75 percent from 
2006, dropping to a level not 
seen since the end of 2005. 
Bush has emphasized that a 
successful strategy for Iraq goes 
beyond military operations. 
As important as those victories 
are, the Iraqi citizens must 
see visible improvements 
in their neighborhoods and 
communities. It is widely 
believed that Iraq’s best chance 
for long-term constancy is to 
develop democratic institutions 
that will protect the basic 
civil, political, and human 
liberties and rights of the Iraqi 
people. The policy options that 
have been advanced by both 
Democrats and Republicans 
have stated a desire to see 
stability in Iraq, as well as the 
entire Middle East region. The 
difference in achieving this 
desired outcome has been the 
focal point of discussion over 
the last couple of years.
Opinions from the Democrats 
on this issue typically run 
from an immediate withdrawal 
of all American troops to 
an immediate drawdown of 
40,000 to 50,000 troops over 
the next year. McCain favors 
a continuation of the Bush 
Doctrine in the Middle East.  
All candidates stress the 
importance of encouraging the 
further development of the 
Iraqi government so the Iraqis 
can effectively govern their 
own population and provide 
for their own security against 
internal and external threats to 
their power.
Immigration
Securing America’s borders 
against illegal immigration is 
the next serious policy issue. 
America has a wonderful 
tradition of welcoming 
newcomers. We admit 
more than one million legal 
immigrants every year, almost 
as many as all other countries 
combined. 
It is no surprise that so many 
people want to come here: we 
are the most prosperous and 
free nation in the world. But 
our generosity and compassion 
should be tempered by the 
knowledge that those who 
want to harm us will use any 
means possible, including our 
immigration policy, to do so.
Today, anywhere from 12 
million to 20 million illegal 
immigrants are in the United 
States. Half a million more 
enter illegally every year. The 
magnet that attracts most 
illegal immigrants is the easy 
availability of jobs. The 1996 
law that makes it unlawful to 
hire illegal immigrants in this 
country is seldom enforced.
Some say there are jobs 
Americans will not do. But 
that demeans Americans who 
are working hard in every 
occupation. Almost one-quarter 
of all African-Americans and 40 
percent of all Hispanics do not 
have a high school degree. These 
low-skilled legal workers are the 
victims of the depressed wages 
caused by illegal immigrants 
entering the workforce.
Most Americans feel that illegal 
immigration poses serious 
challenges. Several solutions 
have been suggested to cope 
with the problem, though they 
often result in more questions 
than answers. One is to give 
the 12 to 20 million illegal 
immigrants in the U.S. amnesty 
and a path to citizenship. The 
fear of many Americans is that 
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A U.S. Border Patrol agent drives along the 
U.S.-Mexico border in Jacumba, California, as 
men wait on the Mexican side for sunset to 
attempt an illegal crossing. 
 AP Photo/Susan Sterner
this will send the wrong message 
to the potential illegals currently 
living outside of the United 
States. The possible result of 
this amnesty policy then is that 
others will be encouraged to 
enter this country illegally, too.
Another proposal is to create 
a guest worker program and 
permit illegal immigrants to stay 
and work legally. While there 
may be a legitimate need for 
this program in one industry — 
agriculture — most industries 
do not have the same need for 
foreign workers since most of 
their workers are legal. 
Other proposals have centered 
around the completion of the 
700 miles of fence along the 
border with Mexico, creating 
tamper-proof ID cards for all 
immigrants, eliminating the 
“visa lottery” that allows 50,000 
random immigrants a year to 
enter the country, and deporting 
the nearly two million illegal 
immigrants with criminal 
records. Ending the debate over 
these possible proposals and 
making definitive decisions 
about their implementation is a 
critical need in this election year.
Health Care
America’s doctors and medical 
institutions are the envy of the 
world. The level of expertise 
and the facilities used to handle 
medical care are unmatched. 
Yet, many Americans worry 
whether they will have access to 
medical care when they need it.
Some politicians want to 
put the entire health care 
system under government 
control, but many fear 
this large undertaking on 
the part of an already- 
huge federal government 
would only create more 
problems for those 
needing critical care. A 
conservative alternative 
is to enact serious 
reforms in current tax 
and insurance law that 
would expand personal 
ownership and control 
of health insurance 
and transfer the control 
of health care dollars to 
individuals and families.
Further recommendations 
suggest that Congress create a 
federal health care tax credit 
that offers the same tax benefit 
for buying health insurance 
on the individual market 
that is currently available 
only for buying through an 
employer. This would allow 
people to own their own health 
insurance, without a tax or 
regulatory penalty, and hang 
on to their insurance no matter 
where or even if they work.
For those who reject a large, 
government-mandated, 
government-managed health 
care program, there are a 
variety of options which would 
allow individuals and families 
to be their own decision-
makers and the managers of 
their own health care.
Conclusion
These are but a few of the issues 
to be considered by Americans 
as they prepare to vote in 
November. May God give us all 
wisdom as we sort through the 
alternatives and make our policy 
choices in this election year.
Dr. Kevin Sims 
is a professor of 
political science 
at Cedarville 
University. Prior 
to coming to 
Cedarville, he 
invested six years as chairman and 
professor of history at Pillsbury 
College and then taught at Azusa 
Pacific University. He served as 
a staff assistant to Congressman 
David Dreier from 1984 to 1990. 
Sims received his Ph.D. from The 
Claremont Graduate School in 
1991 and has been at Cedarville 
since 1990.
Carol’s founder and chief executive officer Tony Miller poses for a photo 
at the company’s offices in Plymouth, Minnesota. Carol launched a 
new website, Carol.com, which allows consumers to search for medical 
services, compare prices and quality, and make appointments, all 
online. The company hopes the website will transform the U.S. health 
care system by putting the consumer in charge and hopefully creating 
competition among health care providers. 
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A low-lying intellectual fog covers these United States as we plod toward 
the 2008 election. It is a mist 
created by war … and thickened 
by the question of a Christian’s 
place within one. Should we join 
the military? Should we engage? 
Should we even support it? These 
questions do not only divide 
globally, but within the Christian 
faith. And although it’s certainly 
not a new debate, the answers 
continue to carry significant 
implications for all of society.
Consider that even the early 
church chose sides. Some denied 
that a genuine Christian could 
join the army, since fighting 
involved killing and killing is 
murder. Others argued just as 
vehemently that it was not a 
sin to go to battle, so long as 
the order to kill was part of the 
legitimate military objective. 
Intentionally killing civilians was, 
and always will be, wrong. In 
time, Christians became a regular 
part of the Roman army … 
and continued to fight with the 
armies of the Germanic kingdoms 
from the fifth century on. Still, 
the question of war remained.
And then Augustine (354–430) 
entered the picture. He became 
the first Christian to develop 
a theory of a just war, with 
relatively simple tenets rooted in 
his interpretation of Scripture. 
by Ma
rc Cla
uson,
 Ph.D.
DoD photo by Tech. Sgt. William Greer, U.S. Air Force. (Released)
He stated that: 
•	 A	war	should	only	be	waged		
 to prevent a future war; 
•	 There	must	be	an	underlying		
 cause, such as a defensive   
 stance; 
•	 An	attitude	of	compassion		 	
 on the part of those engaged  
 in battle must prevail; 
•	 The	conflict	must	be	declared		
 by a legitimate authority, or  
 under legitimate law; 
•	 The	actual	conduct	of	the	war		
 must be just — avoiding, for  
 example, the intentional   
 killing of civilians. 
Augustine’s theory was refined 
by Thomas Aquinas in the 
13th century and adapted by 
Protestant Christians after the 
Reformation. It remains the 
dominant view today.
I believe Augustine’s conclusions, 
and those of later writers who 
followed his lead, were, for the 
most part, rooted in the Bible. 
Still we must, in our own study, 
return to Scripture, our final 
authority on the matter. The Old 
Testament abounds with stories of 
men — and women — called to 
kill, or be killed, in combat. But 
we have to be careful to discern 
why God chose to work through 
the world in this way at that 
time. Yes, He not only allowed 
but sanctioned bloody battles, 
often ordering His warriors to kill 
every man, woman, and child in 
the villages He told them to take. 
(See Joshua 2ff.) Nevertheless, 
Mount (Matthew 5:38-39). 
On the other hand, Matthew 26:52 
is often used to justify pacifism. 
“‘Put your sword back in its place,’ 
Jesus said to him, ‘for all who draw 
the sword will die by the sword.’” 
Not only is it perfectly legitimate 
for Jesus to command as He did, 
but the general principle that whose 
who live by the sword will die by it is 
proverbially true. What is illegitimate 
is leaping from this general command 
to a full-out moratorium on war.
In studying Scripture, we find that 
through it all — even war — God’s 
character is expressed. His nature is 
such that He has given combat its 
place in His “economy” of justice. 
Our responsibility, as Christians, is 
to be ready to stand for a 
just war while, at the same 
time, recognizing when 
a government has chosen 
to violate God’s law by its 
actions. When the latter occurs, we as 
individuals and as the body of Christ 
are obligated to oppose these actions. 
The church must always “speak truth 
to power.”
Want to cut through the fog of 
confusion surrounding this war? Look 
to the light of God’s Word and the 
knowledge He gives. It is the only way 
to clearly see what lies ahead. 
Dr. Marc Clauson, 
associate professor of 
history, joined the 
Cedarville faculty in 
2002. He earned his 
B.S. and M.A. from 
Marshall University, 
J.D. from West 
Virginia University, M.A. and M.Th. 
from Liberty University, and Ph.D. 
from the Universiteit van die Vrystaat, 
Bloemfontein, South Africa. 
Spring–Summer 2008   13
T
those were different times, and 
we have to read them in context 
as such. These specific commands 
came from God for specific 
situations. It does not necessarily 
permit us to tacitly allow any war 
to proceed without question. Nor 
does it imply that nations cannot 
wage war at all or that believers 
must be pacifists. 
Though I respect the pacifist 
viewpoint as well-argued, it 
contains some flaws. First, it fails 
to take the whole Bible seriously. 
While it is true that the narrative 
of the Old Testament was written, 
initially, for the Jewish people, 
Christians are obligated to study 
it with a mind toward discerning 
God’s will for the church today. 
And so we could argue that, in 
certain instances, God allows war. 
Our next task, then, is to wisely 
determine whether a particular 
war is one of those instances. Is 
it defensive or preventive? A just 
war must be initiated to defend 
others from attack or to protect 
innocents from brutal or aggressive 
regimes. This stance makes it 
difficult to argue, especially from 
a classical Christian point of view, 
that Afghanistan or Iraq did not 
fall into this category. 
Moving to the New Testament, 
we find the texts that support a 
pacifist position do so from the 
context of individual action rather 
than state action, such as Christ’s 
commandment to turn the other 
cheek in the Sermon on the 
“There is not one neutral atom 
in the universe.” —AbrAhAm Kuyper
The great Civil War General William Tecumseh Sherman once remarked, “If forced to choose between the penitentiary 
and the White House for four years … I would 
say the penitentiary, thank you.” Sherman echoed 
the opinion of many before and many since upon 
realizing the immense responsibility of the office of 
the president. 
For some, it was not the demands of the office that 
they found daunting; it was the impact it had on 
one’s life and relationships. Warren G. Harding, the 
29th president of the United States, noted that it was 
not his enemies that concerned him as president, but 
rather it was his friends that kept him “walking the 
floors at night.” 
For others, the moral responsibility was the hitch. 
Franklin Roosevelt, president during most of the 
Great Depression, noted that the presidency is 
“preeminently a place of moral leadership.” 
Finally, and as has been evidenced once again in the 
current campaign, others shy away from the costs 
associated with obtaining the office. The nation’s 
founders would shudder at what has become of 
the process of selecting the president. They wanted 
to ensure a system that was largely incorruptible 
and one that was rather removed from the general 
electorate. But we are getting ahead of the story. Let’s 
go back to the beginning.
How We Began
In the summer of 1776, the Declaration of 
Independence clearly articulated to Great Britain 
and King George III that American colonies no 
longer wished to be a part of the British empire.
The Declaration noted the American disdain for 
centralized government, and since there was no 
organized central government in the American 
colonies, the default was to leave power in the hands 
of the newly formed states. By 1787, this system 
was codified in the Articles of Confederation, 
which legitimized the Continental Congress as the 
legislative body of the land, but extended to it few 
powers. 
The governmental difficulties of the era continued 
after the war and led some political leaders to begin to 
call for a new system. Economics was a chief concern 
as states had set up tariff barriers between themselves, 
limiting overall national economic growth. 
In 1787, a group of men representing most of the 
states convened in Philadelphia to consider options 
regarding the structure of the central government. 
Those like Patrick Henry, who preferred a weak 
central government, came and realized they were 
badly outnumbered by those who sought change. The 
convention wrote a new document that became the 
Constitution of the United States. 
The Constitution provided for a separation of powers 
between three branches of government. The executive 
and judicial branches of the federal government 
came into being, and the legislature evolved into two 
houses. 
The founders believed that citizens should elect 
representatives who would then govern on behalf of 
the nation. The concern was that the masses were not 
well-informed enough to make important decisions 
and were too easily swayed by political rhetoric 
or some type of political bribe. As a result, the 
convention determined that the president would not 
be elected by the voters. Instead, each state would 
have a certain number of electors that would be 
chosen by an Electoral College. 
George to George
Path to the Presidency
From
by Tom Mach, Ph.D.
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The number of electors was determined by the total 
number of congressmen from the state. In most 
states, the state legislatures chose the electors. In 
effect, the party in power in those states was able 
to determine the slate of electors for the president. 
It is worth noting, however, that senators were to 
be selected by state legislatures at this time as well, 
and so this process was not entirely unique. Once 
convened, the Electoral College was to vote on 
whom should be president. Each elector was allowed 
to cast two votes. The person receiving the most 
votes became president, and the person receiving the 
second most votes became vice president. 
George Washington was elected easily to his two 
terms and could have served a third if he had 
been willing. When the country came to the 1800 
election, however, a problem in the Electoral 
College system surfaced. The nation had become 
polarized by this time into two political factions — 
the Federalists and the Democratic-Republicans. 
The Democratic-Republicans in Congress met 
together in what was called a “caucus” to decide 
who to support for the presidency. Based on their 
conclusion, the electors decided to cast one of their 
votes for Thomas Jefferson, whom they wanted 
to be president, and one of their votes for Aaron 
Burr, whom they wanted to be vice president. In 
the end, both men received 73 votes. That was a 
majority vote, so the vote went to the House of 
Representatives, where it took 36 ballots to decide 
that Jefferson would be president. 
Following this election, the Constitution was 
amended and the system changed to have separate 
balloting for president and vice president. The 
process changed again in the 1828 election. Andrew 
Jackson believed he had been deprived of the 
presidency in 1824 through political chicanery and 
desperately wanted revenge. He appealed directly to 
the American people in his campaign and sought to 
foster a more democratic and less republican system. 
He was successful both in obtaining the presidency 
and changing the system. 
While the movement was already underway by 
this point, more and more states began to hold 
popular elections to determine how their electoral 
votes would be cast. State legislatures still have the 
constitutional authority to decide how electors 
to the Electoral College are selected, but the vast 
majority of states today use a winner-take-all 
method. Whichever candidate wins the popular vote 
in the state receives all of its electoral votes. 
How Far We’ve Come
As a result, some have questioned whether the 
system should be maintained. The debate rages 
because voters in low population states end up 
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having a slightly more valuable vote since each state 
is guaranteed at least three votes in the Electoral 
College. That might be a benefit for conservatives 
because those smaller states in the central and 
western regions of the country tend to support 
conservative candidates. Others worry about the 
undue influence of the larger states like California 
and Texas, which have burgeoning populations. 
Over the years, the process of selecting the president 
has changed and has led to a more democratic 
process, meaning that the voters have a stronger 
voice in determining who is president. Interestingly, 
while the voters have a larger role, the participation 
of voters in the presidential election has tended to 
decline. While Gilded Age voters turned out at a 
rate of 80 to 90 percent during the 1890s, turnout 
fell below 50 percent by the 1990s. 
Many factors have caused this decline. In the 
19th century, Americans listened to three or four 
two-hour speeches in a single day. The issues were 
clearly delineated, and the average voter had a 
good handle on them. They knew what made 
their candidate distinctive. Today, the advent 
of television has resulted in shortened attention 
spans and image-conscious politicians. Americans 
get most of their impressions of candidates from 
60-second commercials and 10-second sound bites 
on the news. Even the televised debates often give 
candidates only a minute and a half to address the 
most pressing issues of the day. The role of the 
average voter has pushed candidates to the middle 
to try to appeal to the most voters. The end result 
is usually a campaign with two relatively moderate 
candidates and an electorate that knows little about 
either one. 
When the change in how the president is elected 
is combined with the change in the role of 
government over 230 years, we see a disturbing 
development. In the 20th century, the government 
took on a new role of creating a safety net for 
disadvantaged Americans, providing medical 
insurance and pensions for the elderly, and 
developing a series of entitlements that benefit 
virtually every cross-section of the population. 
As a result, politicians have much to offer voters 
beyond their own character or a pledge for good 
government. 
The debate about entitlements is not the issue here; 
their use as political tools is. The founders did not 
want the president elected by the masses because they 
were fearful of what might influence their voting.  
Today, we have lost both the republican buffer 
between voter and the presidency and the limited role 
of government. As a result, presidential candidates 
can appeal to voters based on what they will provide 
for the voters if elected. In its most crass form, 
campaigning becomes little more than a quid pro quo 
— I give you something you want and you give me 
your vote. 
When combined with the short attention spans 
of Americans and image-driven campaigns, the 
changes in the presidential election system are a 
cause for concern. Indeed, one wonders in more 
pessimistic moments how long the American system 
can survive. The notion of the common good 
appears to be lost in the shuffle. Yet, in Christ there 
is always reason for hope. 
The increasingly democratic system, with all of its 
flaws, provides an opportunity for overcoming some 
of the setbacks. We must demand of our politicians 
that they clearly articulate what they believe and 
why their party and political positions make them 
distinct from their opponents. If the electorate does 
16   TORCH
not require this of their candidates, we will not be 
able to keep politicians adequately accountable or be 
well-informed enough to vote intelligently. 
Evangelical Christians have an added imperative to 
be involved in the political system. Evangelicals can 
play an important role in maintaining the blessings 
we have in America. With much blessing comes 
much responsibility. The resources and people of 
this nation can help to support and expand the 
body of Christ in this world. They can also be 
a significant force for good in an international 
community racked with conflict and evil. It will 
take hard work, however, because some who came 
before us and who claimed the name of Christ did 
not use the best methods. Matthew 10:16 reminds 
us of the need to be charitable as well as shrewd. In 
the end, Christians can improve our political system 
and our society by being informed, being involved, 
and keeping politicians accountable. 
Dr. Tom Mach serves as professor of 
history at Cedarville University. A 
Cedarville graduate, he earned his 
M.A. from Cleveland State University 
and his Ph.D. from the University of 
Akron. Mach joined the Cedarville 
faculty in 2000. His primary area 
of interest is 19th-century America, 
specifically the political history of the American Civil War 
and the Gilded Age. He has recently published a biography 
of a 19th-century Ohio politician and presidential aspirant 
entitled “Gentleman George” Hunt Pendleton. 
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George W. Bush has had one of the highest approval ratings and 
one of the lowest approval ratings of any of the presidents during 
his terms in office (90 percent and 29 percent, respectively).
Attempts have been made to assassinate 10 
presidents; four were successful.  
• Assassinated: Lincoln, Garfield, McKinley,   
 and Kennedy
• Attempts: Jackson, T. Roosevelt, F. Roosevelt,  
 Truman, Ford, and Reagan
The order of presidential succession established by 
the Presidential Succession Act of 1947 makes the 
speaker of the House (currently Nancy Pelosi) third 
in line after the president and vice president.
Five pairs of presidents have been related:
• George H.W. Bush is the father of   
 George W. Bush.
• John Adams was the father of John Q. Adams.
• William Henry Harrison was the grandfather  
 of Benjamin Harrison.
• James Madison and Zachary Taylor were   
 second cousins.
• Franklin D. Roosevelt was a fifth cousin of  
 Theodore Roosevelt.
A presidential candidate needs 270 Electoral College votes to 
become president.
The next president will be paid $400,000 per year in salary.
More presidents were Episcopalians than any other denomination. 
The second most common affiliation is Presbyterian.
The oldest president at the time of election was 
Ronald Reagan, age 69, while the youngest at 
election was John F. Kennedy, age 43. (At age 42, 
Teddy Roosevelt was actually younger when he 
became president, but he ascended to the White 
House upon the assassination of William McKinley.) 
Note: John McCain is 71 and Barack Obama is 46.
Four presidential candidates have won the popular 
vote but lost the election in the Electoral College:
• Andrew Jackson, 1824
• Samuel J. Tilden, 1876
• Grover Cleveland, 1888
• Al Gore, 2000
The president with the highest popular vote in 
American history was Ronald Reagan in 1984 with 
54.4 million votes. He also had the highest electoral 
vote with 525 votes (carried 49 states).
One president served two non-consecutive terms: 
Grover Cleveland (1884 and 1892).
The lowest voter turnout percentage in American 
presidential election history was in 1992 with only 
49.1 percent voting. That means that approximately 
24.5 percent of the electorate put Bill Clinton into 
his first term as president.
George W. Bush defeated Al Gore for the 
presidency in 2000. The race came down to a single 
state and several hundred votes.  
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By Jim Phipps, Ph.D.
 Meaning   the  Microphone 
  How words define our politicians 
at
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nglish is a dynamic language.  
The meaning of a word can change 
positively or negatively based on its 
cultural context. “Criticism,” for example, 
at one time meant to apply a standard 
in commenting upon an action, object, or event. 
Today, however, it is often assumed to mean that 
something is being negatively described.
That same negativity has landed on the word 
“politics.” What originally meant “to distribute 
assets and resources with authority” now often infers 
the use of chicanery to gain an advantage one does 
not deserve. 
Into this unsteady arena 
steps everyone who seeks 
public office — a dangerous 
and precarious position that 
should not be taken lightly. 
And when that person is 
a believer in Christ, the 
stakes are raised even higher. 
How should their political 
communication differ 
from that of the politicians 
surrounding them?
As a small-town mayor for 
12 years, I have learned those 
of us who minister in non-
partisan, local offices have a 
distinct advantage over those 
who must compete on the 
state or national levels. For 
one, we are not expected to 
hold to a particular party line 
and do not have to answer 
to party politics for support. 
We are, of course, asked to maintain integrity in 
what we say and do. The communication at this level 
needs to avoid making promises that are not in the 
authority or power of the person to accomplish. Our 
communicative task is to use the resources available 
to us to benefit our communities and to provide aid 
wherever we can legitimately do so. 
On the state and national level, however, the 
Christian in politics faces a greater challenge: how 
to abide by biblical principles that are not popular 
with the media and, often, their constituencies. 
Many proclaim quite loudly that someone’s personal 
life and public life are separate and should not be 
expected to be consistent with each other. Sadly, we 
have seen the results of that position as we deal with 
public officials who have failed morally and ethically 
yet still remain in their elected offices. 
The obvious conclusion for Christians in politics is 
that we are to be guided by scriptural principles in 
both public and private life, and our faith should 
always inform our actions. A common assumption, 
though, is that candidates cannot be elected while 
standing by their beliefs. In reality, that assumes 
that God will not bless those who do His will and is 
even powerless to overcome popular opinion. Either 
or both assumptions seem to suggest that God is 
really not in charge of putting the right people in 
positions of authority according to His plan. 
 Meaning   the  Microphone 
  How words define our politicians 
E
Former Arkansas governor and Republican presidential runner-up Mike Huckabee speaks at 
the Conservative Political Action Conference, Saturday, Feb. 9, 2008, in Washington D.C. 
(AP Photo/Haraz N. Ghanbari)
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The believer in the political arena should maintain 
integrity in word and deed without being caught 
up in the problem of impossible promises and 
overstated claims. We should be known for facing 
difficult issues with an honest appraisal even if it 
is unpopular. We also have the responsibility to 
seek assistance for the needy and justice for those 
who are oppressed. The most difficult task for the 
believer is to follow the biblical requirement to 
“bless them that curse you, do good to them that 
hate you, and pray for them which despitefully use 
you, and persecute you” (Matthew 5:44). 
Solomon advised that one who follows God’s will 
should avoid angry retorts (Proverbs 14:29), lies 
(Proverbs 19:5, 9), talebearing (Proverbs 18:8), 
and speaking about things that have not been 
thoroughly examined (Proverbs 18:13).  
At the same time, we are to evidence a soft answer 
(Proverbs 15:1-2), words of wisdom (Proverbs 
4:5), a just tongue (Proverbs 10:20), and a 
sparseness of words (Proverbs 17:27-28). 
The Christian in politics must also remember that 
government is required to keep order and to stand 
against those who would do wrong. When officials 
take the oath of office, promising to uphold the 
constitutions and laws of their jurisdictions, they 
become the enforcers of those ordinances. With 
0   
Top Left: Democratic presidential 
candidate Sen. Barack Obama, D-Illinois, 
speaks in Raleigh, North Carolina, after 
winning the North Carolina Democratic 
presidential primary Tuesday, May 6, 
2008. (AP Photo/Gerry Broome) 
Top Right: Sen. Hillary Rodham 
Clinton, D-New York, speaks at her 
Indiana Primary night rally Tuesday, 
May 6, 2008, in Indianapolis, as her 
husband, former President Bill Clinton, 
applauds. (AP Photo/Darron Cummings) 
Left: Republican presidential hopeful, 
Sen. John McCain, R-Arizona, campaigns 
during a town hall meeting Friday, May 
2, 2008, in Denver, Colorado.  
(AP Photo/Mary Altaffer)
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that in mind, they have a responsibility to 
study these rules and regulations carefully, 
determining to deal fairly and justly with 
those who might break them. 
The speech of 
Christians in 
politics should 
be consistent 
with God’s Word 
in what they say 
and how they 
say it. Words 
have meaning, 
both traditional 
and implied. Integrity, truthfulness, and 
dependability are the requirements of the 
believer who seeks public office. Voters 
should be able to discern that a candidate 
does indeed follow the guidelines of 
Scripture in actions and speech, whether 
in office or in private. The cause of Christ 
is never benefited by those who claim His 
name yet cannot be differentiated from 
those who do not. 
The mayor of Cedarville since 
1996, Dr. Jim Phipps is a 
professor of communication arts 
at Cedarville University. Earning 
his B.A. from Cedarville, he 
holds an M.A. and a Ph.D. 
from The Ohio State University. 
Phipps was known as the radio voice of the 
Cedarville Yellow Jackets for 32 years and has 
taught at the University since 1968.
True Freedom 
by Pastor Bob Rohm
On July 4, 1776, the 13 original states met and penned what we today call the United States Declaration of Independence. In doing so, 
these brave men — at the risk of their livelihoods, not to 
mention their very lives — forever severed all political 
connection to the British Crown.
 In this most important document, 
the authors referred to being 
“endowed by their Creator with 
certain unalienable Rights,” 
and “that among these are 
Life, Liberty, and the pursuit of 
Happiness.”
 Mankind has striven since Creation for these 
admirable qualities. Nations and the people who inhabit 
them will struggle until the end of time, as we know it, to 
create and protect these rights.
 But one far more valuable “right,” referred to in John 
1:12, will have consequences for all eternity. The Apostle 
John wrote, “But to all who did receive Him [Jesus Christ], 
who believed in His name, He gave the right to become 
children of God.”
 It is almost inconceivable that the Creator of all things 
would give us the privilege of becoming His children. This 
is truly good news! Romans 10:13 says, “… everyone who 
calls on the name of the Lord will be saved.” 
 Trust in Jesus Christ today and you will be free indeed!
T
24  TORCH / Summer 200622   TORCH
The 2008 presidential election looms before us — as impossible to ignore as rising gas prices and the faltering real estate market. Political parties and special interest groups continue to champion the qualities of their candidate 
over the opposition. Conservatives and liberals alike claim to have the solutions to 
the problems facing our country, and yet, despite all the talk about “change,” we 
have this feeling deep down that there is very little real change from administration 
to administration. So, we wonder: Does the two-party system that serves as the 
foundation of American politics still work? Perhaps a brief examination of its 
historical development will provide insight into how that system functions today.
Elephants, Donkeys, 
    andAmerican     
     Politics
By David L. Rich, D.P.A.
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A Look Back
America’s founding fathers 
were originally opposed to 
political parties, concerned 
that they would lead to 
greater divisions and 
factional interests. In 
his farewell address, 
our first president, 
George Washington, 
likened political parties 
to “a dangerous fire” 
that requires constant 
vigilance. But although we 
saw a short period of party-less 
politics in the early years of our 
country, by the late 1700s two dominant 
political parties had emerged. 
For the last 150 years, these two parties have been 
identified as the Democrats and the Republicans, 
which emerged following debates concerning the 
size and role of our national government. The 
struggle between a strong federal government 
and state sovereignties was foundational in the 
development of our current two-party system, 
a system that has become a part of the fabric of 
American politics. 
While third-party candidates may add flair and 
color to that fabric, they do not have what it 
takes to hold together the disparate elements of 
a fragmented U.S. governmental and political 
apparatus. And though many democratic nations 
do have competitive multi-party processes, their 
political systems do not seem to offer advantages 
over our two-party form of government. 
Historically, the Democratic and 
Republican party platforms 
were very distinct. In recent 
years, however, both parties 
have adapted their party 
platforms to changes in 
American culture in an 
effort to attract votes. As a 
result, it would seem our 
candidates are kowtowing 
to policies that tend toward 
the center of the political 
spectrum, making it more 
and more difficult for voters to see 
the differences between them. 
What to Do?
So, how should we as believers be involved in 
the political process that guides our government? 
Without a doubt, we should engage the culture 
on political issues. We need to be diligent in the 
advancement of “salt and light” in the world. If 
believers withdraw from efforts to provide a godly 
influence in the civic arena, we give it over to those 
who do not value what God values.
Voting is the first level of participation in our 
governing process. We who have the privilege of 
open and free elections should make wise use of this 
opportunity. If we do not vote, we give our vote to 
others and neglect our most basic civic duty. 
Being a responsible citizen and voter takes work and 
preparation, and requires thorough research on the 
issues as well as the personal views of the candidates. 
Political aspirants should be evaluated based on 
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what they value and believe. Those values are 
expressed in party platforms, individual statements, 
and a candidate’s actions. The nominee you vote for 
should reflect your position on those issues that are 
most important to you. At the same time, you must 
remember that no candidate is going to be perfect 
or meet all of your expectations. 
I use a simple, but systematic, process for evaluating 
political parties and candidates. The approach 
involves analysis of the individuals’ — and their 
parties’ — views on various issues. It is vital to 
research their voting records and develop knowledge 
of their character, along with paying attention to 
their statements on central issues. Next, determine 
what matters most to you. Start with a global 
approach, developing more detail as time permits. 
Once you know your key topics, assign them values. 
For example, I value protecting life over balancing 
budgets. While both issues are significant, for me, 
the sanctity of life trumps monetary concerns every 
time. With this simple concept in mind, you can 
develop a list specific to your beliefs and rank them 
in order of their importance not only to you, but to 
God as well. 
In many parts of the world, Christians are denied 
a voice in politics. We are fortunate in the United 
States to be able to speak out and lend our support 
to those who are seeking to make a difference in 
the political arena. Christians, regardless of political 
affiliation, need to remember that our source 
of authority is God’s Word. A policy position is 
neither right nor moral because a political party 
or candidate says it is, but because it has a biblical 
foundation. As long as we maintain that perspective, 
we will discover that we can be engaged in the 
political process, while still having the peace of 
mind that comes from trusting in an omniscient 
God and His infallible Word.
Dr. David Rich serves as interim 
chair of the Department of History 
and Government as well as associate 
professor of public administration 
and political science at Cedarville 
University. A Cedarville graduate, Rich 
earned his M.P.A. from the University 
of Dayton and his D.P.A. from Western Michigan 
University. Prior to returning to Cedarville as a faculty 
member in 2000, he had gained 20 years of experience 
in local government, working as a city manager for 12 
years. His special interests are state and local government, 
privatization, and the Christian’s role in political systems.
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the Center for Biblical and Theological Studies
We believe that a firm grasp of the Word of 
God and a transformed life are essential to 
effective ministry. Cedarville’s training enables 
students to engage the world with the heart 
and mind of Christ.
— Dr. Chris Miller
    Professor of Bible
More than bricks and mortar, more than steel and 
glass. The Center for Biblical and Theological Studies 
will be a place of transformation where Cedarville 
University students are equipped to shine the light of 
God’s Word into our culture and around the world.
 
The need is great. The opportunities are real.   
The goal is in reach. We must raise just $1.5 million 
by December 31, 2008, to complete the campaign and 
receive a $500,000 Challenge Grant.
Partner with us today!
www.cedarville.edu/cbts
U nlike most of us, Matt Shiraki ’06 knows the exact day his job will end: January 20, 2009. That date hangs over his head like icicles after a winter storm. But he barely gives it a second thought. Because 
until that day comes, he plans to put all his time and energy into the work 
God has given him to do. That’s some pretty substantial thinking for a 
23-year-old. He has a pretty substantial job, too.
Shiraki spends his eight-to-five as assistant to Tevi Troy, the Deputy Secretary 
of Health and Human Services. For someone who, just six years ago, was a 
high school senior living in Guam, wondering what the future could hold, he 
has come quite a ways. He’s proud to admit he is where he is because of his 
years at Cedarville University.
“I love to tell people,” he said, “that if I hadn’t gone to Cedarville, this 
probably never would have happened to me.” 
Coming to the University as a transfer, Shiraki started out majoring in 
political science. His dad, who is from Hawaii, and his mom, from South 
Korea, had met after they both moved to Guam in the 1970s. They inspired 
in their son a fascination with history and a duty to help 
others, and political science seemed like the ideal major. But 
midway through his sophomore year, he began to feel concern 
over the apparent difficulty of finding a job in that area. So 
he turned to another interest — teaching — and switched his 
major to integrated social studies education. 
But when politics is in your blood, it’s hard to get away from 
it. In 2004, he joined the Bush-Cheney re-election campaign, 
volunteering at rallies and further igniting his interest in politics. 
Shiraki said Cedarville “gave me a chance to see the political 
process firsthand and laid the groundwork for me to pursue it.”
by Sharyn Kopf
Ma
ke
 th
e M
os
t 
of
 th
e O
pp
or
tu
ni
ty
26   TORCH
Ma
ke
 th
e M
os
t 
of
 th
e O
pp
or
tu
ni
ty
Spring–Summer 2008   27
That led him to go a step further, and he began 
considering an internship in the office of then-
U.S. Senator Rick Santorum. Though nervous and 
intimidated at the prospect, Shiraki applied ... all 
the while praying that, if accepted, God would use 
the experience to show him if it was the direction 
He wanted him to head in.
Needless to say, he got the summer internship, 
staying with his aunt in Philadelphia while working 
30 hours a week in Santorum’s office. The experience 
was, as he had hoped, eye-opening.
“I got to see how the office worked,” Shiraki said. 
“I enjoyed the process — witnessing what public 
service was all about: helping constituents.  
It really validated my going in this direction.”
When he returned to Cedarville for his senior year, 
Shiraki entered another political internship, this 
time with U.S. Senator Mike DeWine, who had a 
district office just 15 minutes away. Having now 
interned at two senate offices back to back, he knew 
D.C. was the place for him.
So, what’s an ambitious, politically minded student 
to do but apply for an internship at the White 
House? With the help of Cedarville’s Career 
Services office and several Cedarville graduates 
who had served as White House interns, Shiraki 
spent the summer of 2006 working in the Office of 
Intergovernmental Affairs for Ruben Barrales, the 
president’s liaison to state and local officials.
“The time went by really quickly,” he said, “but it was 
a fascinating experience — the greatest I’d ever had, 
up till then. To be able to walk down the halls of the 
White House and see what I saw was amazing.”
Of course, Shiraki was now a University graduate and 
in need of a job. Fortunately, his fellow staff members 
were so impressed by him that they encouraged 
him to apply for a staff position. As a result, that 
September he started working in the Office of 
Presidential Correspondence. He recalled, “One day, 
you’re wondering what you’re going to do; the next 
day you land the job. Having the chance to work in 
the White House was pretty phenomenal.”
It would turn out to be the first of several 
government jobs. And from the beginning, Shiraki 
questioned his capability. “I was nervous about not 
knowing enough,” he said. “I felt inadequate. But I 
also knew I had a good grasp of the issues … I was 
organized and worked well under pressure.”
Being organized turned out to be a key factor in 
his work. In such a fast-paced environment — 
with important projects coming at him from all 
directions — Shiraki had to be able to handle a lot 
of details quickly and efficiently. It turned out to be 
one of his strengths and yet another way in which 
Cedarville prepared him for a career.
“I actually think I was busier at Cedarville than I 
was at the White House,” he said with a laugh. “It 
helped me learn to manage my time well and stay 
cool under pressure.”
After four months in correspondence, Shiraki was 
offered a job in the Office of Strategic Initiatives, an 
operation created by former presidential advisor Karl 
Rove and former chief of staff Andrew Card. The 
office focuses on historical research and long-term 
Matt Shiraki poses for a photo while the president’s transport, 
Marine 1, takes off in the background. 
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Tstrategy — a White House “think tank,” if you will. 
Shiraki served as executive assistant to Pete Wehner, 
the director of strategic initiatives. He provided 
Wehner with research, fact-checking, and editing 
support for op-ed pieces and rebuttals; coordinated 
senior staff long-term strategy meetings and the 
president’s conferences with historians and other 
members of the intellectual community. 
In the summer of 2007, Shiraki was appointed as 
the White House liaison to Asian-Americans and 
Pacific Islanders. In this role, he communicated the 
president’s policies to this constituency and brought 
its concerns back to the White House.
Speaking of George W. Bush, Shiraki said, “It’s 
funny, I had been to at least a dozen rallies and 
came so close to meeting him, but never got the 
chance. A few months into my first job, I met him 
as he arrived on the South Lawn on his helicopter, 
Marine One. He asked me what I did and said he 
appreciated the work I was doing. Since then, I’ve 
bumped into him in the hallways and at various 
events. He’s always very cordial … a great person.”
Content to stay at the White House, Shiraki was 
taken a bit off-guard when, in October 2007, he 
was asked to interview for his current job in health 
and human services. He couldn’t resist the chance 
to work for a committed public servant like Troy, 
travel the country and the world, and be involved in 
a department that touches the life of every American. 
And that is what he will continue to do, until it’s time 
to step down and let a new administration take over.
  
As for the work he is doing, Shiraki gives credit 
where it is due: “It’s God who opened up this 
door. I’m so grateful for all I’ve experienced these 
past two years. Though I know the road ahead will 
be challenging and full of uncertainties, I’ll keep 
trusting God and working hard.”
Sharyn Kopf enjoys her role as senior writer for public 
relations at Cedarville. She has worked previously as 
a newspaper reporter and spent more than seven years 
as an award-winning radio writer for Focus on the 
Family. Kopf graduated from Grace College in Indiana 
with a communications degree.
T
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Summit
www.cedarville.edu/summit
June 8–20
During two life-changing weeks, you will learn how to understand ideas and 
answer major challenges to Christianity. Nationally renowned faculty will answer 
your questions, help you develop a biblical worldview, and challenge you to 
become a leader. 
Students participating in Summit can earn two or three semester hours of college 
credit. The cost for the two-week program including housing, meals, tuition, 
lectures, guest speakers, insurance, most outings, and a class picture is $795.  
(For those who choose the college tuition option, additional tuition fees apply.)
 
“My own son was one of 
those who came face-to-face 
with a biblical worldview 
at the Summit. It was by far 
one of the most significant 
conferences he has ever 
attended. The impact will 
affect Sean for the 
rest of his life.”
— Josh McDowell
Josh McDowell Ministries
Despite attempts to separate the two, religion has never been far from politics, and this presidential election cycle 
is no exception. What has transpired in the 2008 campaign 
continues to indicate how important religion is to the American 
voter. And why shouldn’t it be? American voters are, well, 
Americans, and Americans are intensely spiritual. 
 While we seem to split on whether the religious beliefs of 
the president should influence his policies — George W. Bush, 
for example, received both accolades and consternation when 
he admitted in an interview last year that he prays before big 
decisions — we believe our president should be religious. 
 Many of us still believe there is a connection between 
religion and policy-making. What someone believes to be 
true about the Creator, the creature, and the world we live 
in has a profound influence on what that person does in the 
Oval Office. But regardless of the media blitz surrounding 
Sen. Obama’s relationship to the Rev. Jeremiah Wright and 
the exposure of his former pastor’s questionable theology, for 
instance, very little has been reported on the actual religious 
beliefs held by this presidential candidate. The same could 
be said of the other candidates as well. Not only is there a 
noticeable absence of this kind of reporting, there also seems to 
be a dearth of political analysts bringing a Christian worldview 
to the events and sound bites of the campaign trail.
 Those who interpret the world and this American political 
process through the lens of Scripture and with the mind of 
Christ have a keener interest in the religion issue and how the 
ideologies of the candidates affect vision and policies. These 
voters, regardless of their party affiliation, make decisions with a 
different set of values. While to the average observer the values 
may seem quite similar to the rest of the American voter profile, 
a closer look reveals a Kingdom-oriented motivation that 
transforms the values in the political process. 
 When Jesus said, “He who is not with me is against me” 
(Matthew 12:30), He dismissed the notion that any decision 
in the political process has inherent neutrality. We cannot be 
neutral. We have an obligation to search the Scriptures, research 
the candidates, and apply our grace-enabled worldview to 
stewardship of our government and society. 
 It’s our responsibility to engage that process in a manner 
that reflects the mind of Christ.
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This editorial is presented by CDR Radio: The Path. 
Chad Bresson serves as Impact News director for the 
CDR Radio Network and is the host for the Impact 
News Front Page program. A Cedarville University 
graduate, he is a self-proclaimed news junkie and 
has been at the network since 1992. Bresson and his 
Front Page program can be heard online at 
www.thepath.fm.
®
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Separation of Church and State:
 Is It Possible?
By Chad Bresson, CDR Radio News Director 
Eagle Forum  
www.eagleforum.org 
Blogs, columns, and links 
related to education, the 
justice system, and family
Fact Check
www.factcheck.org 
Verification of the accuracy of 
campaign claims
Family Research 
Council 
www.frc.org
Resources, news, actions,  
and experts that “defend 
faith, family, and freedom”
Focus on the Family 
Action CitizenLink 
Webcasts 
www.citizenlink.org
Information and resources 
to evaluate and respond to 
proposed legislation
American Family 
Association 
www.afa.net
Political commentary 
and opportunities for 
involvement in home and 
family issues
American Policy 
Roundtable  
www.aproundtable.org
Daily updates and 
information dedicated to 
“restoring Judeo-Christian 
principles into American 
public policy”
American Values
www.amvalues.org
Summaries of dominant 
political issues and links to 
the latest news headlines
Campaign Money
www.campaignmoney.com 
Searchable database of names 
of financial donors to federal 
political campaigns
Center for 
Public Justice
www.cpjustice.org
Research and civic education 
“to equip citizens, develop 
leaders, and shape policy”
Christian Coalition  
of America 
www.cc.org
Political organization 
“offering people of faith 
the vehicle to be actively 
involved in shaping their 
government”
This resource list is brought to you by the staff of the Cedarville University Centennial Library. 
The Centennial Library serves the University community by providing print, media, and digital 
resources as well as a wide range of information and instructional services. To learn more, visit 
www.cedarville.edu/library or e-mail library@cedarville.edu.
National Day of Prayer
www.ndptf.org/election
Encouragement and resources 
to pray for the election
National Institute on 
Money in State Politics 
www.followthemoney.org 
Campaign finance 
information related to state-
level elections and public 
policy
Pew Forum on Religion 
and Public Life
www.pewforum.org
Research, news, and 
discussion of religion and 
public affairs
Politics1
www.politics1.com 
Daily news updates, political 
links, party information, 
calendars, and other resources
Project Vote Smart 
www.vote-smart.org  
Voting records, campaign 
contributions, public 
statements, and biographical 
data of candidates and officials
Real Clear Politics
www.realclearpolitics.com 
Political poll data and access to 
speeches and position papers
Separation of Church and State:
 Is It Possible?
By Chad Bresson, CDR Radio News Director 
Did You Know?
Centennial Library faculty and staff have gained a broader understanding of our world by leading or being 
a part of mission teams to China, Israel, South Africa, Eleuthera, Russia, and Mexico.  Two are now  
full-time missionaries as a result of their experiences.
Great Advice
Society of Automotive 
Engineers (SAE) 
International honored 
Jay Kinsinger, 
assistant professor 
of mechanical 
engineering at 
Cedarville University, with the 2007 SAE Faculty Advisor 
Award. Kinsinger (middle) has served as faculty advisor 
to the University’s student chapter of SAE for eight 
years. “I was pleasantly surprised,” shared Kinsinger, 
“since the nominations were initiated by students.” In addition 
to his work at Cedarville, Kinsinger serves as vice chair to a 
committee of the Dayton, Ohio, professional chapter of SAE.
Center Stage
Approaching adulthood 
can be alarming, as 
Alice knows full well. 
Lewis Carroll’s classic 
childhood story Alice 
in Wonderland, adapted 
into a play by Alice 
Gerstenberg in 1921, was staged at Cedarville University in late 
January and early February. Audiences joined Alice’s antics as 
she met the White Rabbit, Queen of Hearts, Mad Hatter, and 
other fantastical characters on “the other side of the mirror.” 
The play was directed by Dr. Diane Conrad Merchant, professor 
of communication arts, and was produced by the Cedarville 
University Theatre Program.
Real 
Investments
What would you 
do if you were given 
$75,000? If you ask 
Cedarville University’s 
finance majors, they 
already have a plan. 
On February 14, Cedarville University provided $75,000 for 
the Department of Business Administration in honor of the new 
Student Managed Investment Fund. “This generous donation 
from the University will allow finance students to manage real 
money,” said Dr. William Ragle, associate professor of finance. 
“It creates a great learning environment where students are given 
the responsibility to make investments that will post real gains or 
losses, as opposed to managing an imaginary portfolio online.”
Fountain of Youth
It’s been said that youth is wasted 
on the young. But for a group of 
Cedarville-area residents, being 
young is all a matter of perspective. 
They’re called the Senior Jackets 
— a group of older men and 
women who gather for exercise 
and fellowship. Twice a week, these seniors work their bodies, 
refresh their spirits, and strengthen their hearts, literally and 
figuratively. Several University students help the seniors with 
their exercises, assisting Dr. Dee Morris, adjunct instructor 
of exercise and sport science, who works out the individual 
routines. “This program is bettering the quality of life of these 
men and women,” said senior exercise science major Mary 
Stockdale. “Still, as much as I try to encourage them through 
exercise, they end up encouraging me even more.”
Masterpiece
A masterpiece was on the move, 
and at its reins was a world-class 
maestro. The Cedarville University 
choirs and orchestra combined under 
the direction of Neal Gittleman, 
director of the Dayton Philharmonic 
Orchestra, for a special February 1 
performance of Handel’s renowned 
MESSIAH. The free concert featured 
the famous Hallelujah Chorus.  
“We were excited to present the Easter portion of this 
masterpiece,” said Beth Cram Porter, interim chair of the 
Department of Music and Art. “We knew it would be a blessing 
to all who came to hear.” 
Everlasting Love
In early February, Cedarville 
University faculty, staff, and 
students, along with others from 
the community, were invited to 
learn more about what the Bible 
has to say about love and romance. 
The Everlasting Love Conference 
took a frank approach to 
relationships through the lens of an underappreciated biblical 
book, the Song of Solomon. The sessions included topics 
ranging from the art of attraction and dating to commitment. 
Visit www.cedarville.edu/whatsabuzz and click on “Torch Articles” to read the latest news from 
Cedarville University!
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May 
22  Alumni Chapter Event
  with Dr. Bill Brown 
  Los Angeles, California 
 
25  Lifeline Players 
  Monclova, Ohio 
 
June 
1  HeartSong 
  Brighton, Colorado 
 
22-28 The Master’s Puppets 
  Cumberland, Maryland 
 
July 
5-12 The Master’s Puppets 
  Mercersburg,     
  Pennsylvania 
11  HeartSong 
  Shamong,   
  New Jersey 
 
25  Lifeline Players
  Whitley City,   
  Kentucky 
 
August 
3  Dr. Bill Brown 
  Cary, North Carolina 
 
September
20  Alumni Chapter Event 
  with Dr. Bill Brown 
  Quarryville, Pennsylvania
Spring–Summer 2008   33
Upcoming Events
June
2-6  Association for Christians in Student   
  Development Annual Conference
6-7  Ethnographic and Qualitative Research in  
  Education Conference 
8-20 Summit Ministries     
  Leadership Conference  
9-13 Music Camp 
9-13 Forensic Science Camp 
15-20 Child Evangelism Fellowship Training
16-20  Nursing Camp
16-20   Premed Camp
16-20  Social Work Camp
23-27 Super Summer Camp 
23-27 Art and Design Camp
23-27  Criminal Justice Camp
23-27 Writing Camp
25-29 World Bible Quiz   
  Association Finals
July
3-6  Midwest Chinese Christian Association  
  Summer Retreat
7-11 Engineering Camp 
7-11 Student Life Camp
14-18 LIFT Youth Camp 
21-27 Momentum
28-31 Fellowship of Christian  
  Cheerleaders Camp
August
15-16 Getting Started Weekend 
September
18-21 Fall Bible Conference 
24-25 Crown Financial Ministries Seminar
25-26 Association of Christian Schools   
  International Leadership Conference 
27  Walk ’n Roll with Joni & Friends 
CU on the Road Visit www.cedarville.edu/reps for complete itinerary information.
Visit www.cedarville.edu/events for more information!
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www.cedarville.edu/summer
(EvenTs 2OO8!)Summer Summer Studies gives high school juniors and seniors the opportunity to earn college credit and experience Cedarville University life to its fullest — all in two weeks!June 14–27www.cedarville.edu/summerstudies
Academic camps help students explore career options and see 
how their interests and abilities can be used in this world for 
Christ.
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important, biblical life lessons.
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understand and defend the biblical worldview in today’s culture.
June 8–20
www.cedarville.edu/summitfor everyo
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